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IN THE SUPREME COURT OF THE
STATE OF NEVADA

vindication ! these tribunals f .: t the sup- -

? hts. nor the port and wese;Tr.Ti of 'be'r rfsro
' :e duty of ad-itao-

-
. p- -

FRANCISCO 1. I y or MEX Ci)
his brief or argument is to assist tin
court in ascertaining the truth per
taininsr to the pertinent facts, the rea AND RETURN. DECEMBER V.th,1 - U. S. 313. isted from the ea:... '. rrt il tr which!

ependence, may become want to use
ontemptuous, angry or insulting

at every adverse ruling un-.- 1

it become the court's clear duty
check the hahit by the severe les-o- n

of a punisnment for contempt.
The single insulting expression for

tee
of publ i

officer--
minister

In re '

Uat to i

rehca:
...onors

!v . .t was held the anna's cf juri ru I 5:i ci.tnd,
. - Tp. ..tion for and, except in a :ew oas-- .,f party vi.i- -

that ' Your te'ice 1 ra b mi 'virih rd pd
hieh the court puniscos may the: ; or'l 'n unjust

in ud'ng matter, is
on o: t:rt an act con

ore soem to these knowing nothing oft cree." a
tablished by the ixpivienoe of Lges."

Mayor of London's 0v :s 'V-so-

1S8: opinion t Kent L. 1 . it
b-- c" 1 " ?. " 4 'o-n-

to emu

lie C pin'onwallh 1 l!;vbson v
stituting a "o .t tempt on the part of the
ai" rney. hat v:,re the lan
guage "! ' r writ '"i is cf '".(? At page 206 of Weeks on Attorneys.
neee sari'y t Tensive, the disavowal of 2d eu.tiun it .s said:
an intoir'o-- ' t a corn nt "Language may be contemptuous,
may tend to "cu e but cannot justify "..e.hcr w itton or spoken; and if in
the net Front a paragraph in that the nrs'-n"- - rf t'-- e chi, is

In the matter of Alfred Chartz, Esq., effect of decisions and the law appli
for Contempt caule in the case, and he far overstep;

DECISION the bounds of professional conduct
Respondent was commanded to vviien b reports to m.srepresentation

show cause whw he should not be false charges or vilification,
adjudged guilty of contempt for hav- - , He may ..ally present, discuss anc
iug, as an attorney of record in the! argue i lie evidence and the law and
matter of the application of Peter Kair freely indicate wherein he beuees
for a Writ of Habeas Corpus filed in that decisions and rulings are wrong or
this court a petition for rehearing ii: erroneous, but this he may do with-whic- h

he made use of the following oui. effectually making bald accusa-Btatemen- t:

Miens agaii.st the motives and intelli- -

"In my opinion, the decisions favor- - j gence of the court, or being discour-in- g

the power of the State to limit the teous or resorting to abuse which is
hours of labor, on the ground of the not argument nor convincing to rea-polic- e

power of the State , are a'l soiling minds. If respondent has no
wrong, and written by men who have respect for the justices, he ought to
never performed manual labor, or ny have enough regard for his position
politicians and for politics. They doai the bar to refrain from attacting
not know what they wrote about." 'be tribunal of which he is a mem-Responde- nt

apeared in response to . ber, and which the people, through
the citation, filed a brief and made an the Constitution and bv general d

address to the Court in sent have made the final interpreter
which he took the position that the of the laws which ne, as an officer
words in question were not contempt- - of the court, has sworn to uphold
iers- - disavowed anv intention to com- - "f 1 ?rotect.

1905.
A select party is being organized Ly

the Southern Pacific to leave Sai
Francisco tor Mexico City, December
l'Hli, 13'' 5. Train will contain fin

vestibule sleepers and dining car, a;l
the w;'- - on going trip. Time limit
v ill be sixty days, enabling excursion-
ists to make side trips from City
Aiexico to points of interest. On re-

turn trip, stopovers will be allowed at
points on the main lines of Mexican
Central, Santa Fe or Southern Paci-
fic. An excursion manager will be ia
charge and make all arrangements.

Round trip rate from San Francisco
JSO.OO.

Pullman berth rate to City ot Mex-

ico, 512.00.
For further information address In-

formation Bureau, Market street.
San Francisco Cal.

cvo

he prior conduct of the attorney, ana
looking only at the single remark, a

nt'er which might well be unnotic-
ed; and yet if all the conduct of the
ttcrney was Known, the duty of in-

ference and ptmis. ment might be
clear

We remark finally, that while from
be very nature of things the power

of a court to punish for contempt is
i vast power, and one which, in the
hands of a corrupt or unworthy judge

v be used tyrannically and unjust-
ly, yet protection to individuals lies

- the publicity of all judicial pro-cee- u

ngs, and the appeal which may
f made to the legislature for

against any judge who
proves himself unworthy of the power
intrusted to him."

Where a contention arose between

not essential before punishment- - and
soar.ualous and ins ilting matter in a
pptkr n i'c- reheTtng is eiuiva'ent
to the commission in open court of an

ct consiitutir.g a rop'errtt. Vhen
the language is capable rf explana-
tion, and is exp ained, the proceedings
must be discontinued ; but where it
is offensive and hisulring per se. the
"iisavowal of an intention to commit
a contempt may tend to excuse, but
cannot justify the ret. From an open,
ne.to ious and public insult to a court
for which an attorney contumaciously
refused in anv wav to atone, he was

opinion we rti: te:

tiip p pr-t'e-
e ' f his profession bv th

manner in which he conducts himself
in his intercourse with V" courts. He
may be honest and capable, and yet
be may so c roiut himself as to contin-
ually interrupt the business of the
courts in which he practices; or he
may lv a systematic and continuous
course of conduct, render it impossi-
ble for the courts to preserve their
seif-respec- t and the respect of the
public and at. the same time permit
him to act as an officer and attorney.

rr.it a oontenvnt of court: and. lurtner i .iese uuues are so piain mat. any ,

that if the langauge was by the court departure from them by a member j counsel as to whether a witness brd
u.td to be objectionable, he apoli-- ' of the bar would seem to be willful! not aires dy answered a certain ques- -

ion. and the court after hearing the n attorney who thus studiously and fined for contempt, and his authorityi 'i its nr.d psketf that the and intentional misconduct
f'he power of courts to 'punish for reporter s notes read, oeciaeri systematically attempts to bring tne to practice revoKea.vit-- n .row the petition.

che had answered it. whereupon ore tribunal of justice into public con- - Other authorities in Iipo wih theso
f the attorneys sprang to his feet, tempt is an unfit person to hold the ve have mentioned are cited in the

?.nd. turning to the court. sa..t. in a nsitlor: a"d exercise the privilege? or note to re t..ary. ut tea. tt... and tn
tone and insu1t:ns pimi1:: ,n ffip. rf .hoso (itniTia'5. An on"n ' yc i. 20. where it is said that

She has not answered the question notorious and public insult to the contempt may he committed by m- -

Liberal Offer.
I beg to advise my patrons that tha

price of disc records (either Victor
or Columbia, to take effect imme-

diately, will be as follows until fur-

ther notice:
Ten inch disks formerly "0 co.its

will be sold for CO cents.
Seven inch records formerly 50c,

now 25c. Take advantage of this of-

fer. C. W. FRIEND.

In considering the foregoins state- - contempt and to maintain dignity in
ment it is proper to note that in the t'i--i- r proceedings is inherent and is
briefs filed by Respondent upon tha as cid as courts are old. It is also

hearing of the case in the first n nrovidert bv statute V.y anatosv we

stance he used language of similir note the adjudications and penalties
import which this court did not tase imposed In a few of the many case,
cognizance of, attributing its se lo -- ord Cottingham imprisoned ,Kd- -

over zealousness unon the part ot mund Lechmere Charl'on a oarnstor
counsel but wnich was of such a nn- - .nd member of the House of Com- -

ture that the Attorney General in his nums for sending a scandalous Jotter

reply urief referred to i as insinuat- - to cne of th masters of the court,

ing that the Legislature in enacting and a committee from that body, after
and this court in sustaining the law n investigation, reported that m their
were being "impelled or controlled by ( pinion his to be discharged
some mvthical political influence r from imprisonment by reason of privi- -

iiell tb:i' the attorney was guilty of hUnest judir-ia-l tribunal of the State se-tin- in pleadings, briefs, riotier.
contempt regarn'ess of the qnest'or. or v.jpi, 7) attorp.ev eon'unmc'o"0 a guments. petitions for rehearing or

ether the decision of e court w-- '

re,l!Ses sn PT1y Way to atone, may jus- - other papers filed in court, insulting
right or wrens." Russell v. Circuit t;fy thp of that tribunal to or contemptuous language, reflecting
.'ipb'. i.T !owa 1"2. recognize him in the future as one of on the integrity of the court.

In enrs v. Starbird. 75 Cal. St, 7 officers." By using the object jrpb!; lapgiing
Am. Si. -3. a brif refecting prnn "jn re pp 30 yt 2(12. the re- - stated respondent became guilty of a
ihe trial j'idg? was stricken trom the PpOT?,Pnt w? s fine't for ironically stat- - "ontenr-p- t which no construction ot
record in the Supreme Court, because 5ng to a iu.-ac-e 0f the peace, "I think :':te wo d can excuse or Mis

contained the follow:-og- : thfq jjj nrlte wisr than the Su- - lisclaiirrr of an in.onf ional disres- -

"The court, out 00 a fnllness of h' PPf,r.,0 court" Kedtield. C. J.. said: P"t to the court way palliate but
love for a ca9 h the par;.l?s to it or j ,.T, r.I)00t n,nM sl,hmit in a jr.s-- ! aun..t .ins' ifv n chnrg" whicn "nder

Notice to Hurietis.
Noiice is herony given that an

orson fitund bunting without a permitfr which exists on v n the pyro- - leg.ie oi pariiameio uu,.m mi u. u..- -

'on the premise owned by Theodore
,i,pir or from ovciv.eaious j . t nJ wo-- i ,s this court. any explanation .aunot be construe'!

itc piosecuted. A lin- -
re to. a 'iu licite all iratt-- r. poifs j v..-"t- tn0 pamo formal respect, j

Mh-rhi- se ;l'.aa as rotlocL r.5 on the iu- -
j

ted number of permits vill be Boldprvur:ents and things, count w. v. t 1, r ftifr.cn, t it mav r e ettaer , ana motive ol tne court.
and which ctutUl scarcelv have been at $5 for the season or 50 cents foror there..'O! fany degree of propriety nn;1r the 'mv.j

mtr,i and dorter up the cnuse of th" that the router 1 tunde for any oilier rprpose nn's to'"Wo rt'tt one day..
any altcrnat've 10ft him but the sub-- 1 truirridate o improperly inimence our

admitted." Milne and Craig.
When the ca of People vs. Tweed'

in New York came up a second time
1 ofore the same judge, before the trial

the prisoner's counsel pri-

vately handed to the judge a letter,
couched in respectful language, in
w ,ich they stated, substantially, that
their client feared, from the circum-s- t

inces of the former trial, that the
judge had conceived a prejudice
agaitt him. and that hi? mind wis
not in the unbiased condition neces-sar- v

to afford an impartial trial, and
respectfully reo.uested him to consid-
er whether he should not relinquish

tec'mic inM'jination of cunsel."
Also, the case and its condition ot

the time tne objecaonable langauga
was used, should be taken into consid-
eration. The proceeding, in which
th' petition was filed, bad been
brought to test the c mstitutionality
of a section of an Act of the Legisla-
ture limiting labor to eight nours per
day in smelters and other ore reduc-
tion works, except in cases of emer-
gency where life or property is in
imminant danger. SiaL 1903, p. 33.
This Act had passed the Legislature
almost unanimously and had receiv-
ed the Governor's annroval. At the

!;vr.,, t wb;t ..e no doubt regards -- t" ,10.11.

as a rri of the law. both As we have seen, rrtorneys have
on the tvm of the justice and of this be?n severely punished for using bin- -

court. And ;n thit respect he is in a

poni'i''i n ve y simiiar to many who
have failed to convince others of the

guag" in many instance? not so rep-
rehensible, litit in view of the
vowal in open court we have eoneiui- -

OFFICE COUNTY AUDITOR
To the Honorable, the Board of Corp?

ty Commissioners, Gentlemen:
In compliance with the law. I

herewith submit my quarterly
port showinsr receipts and disburse

meets cf O-- '-lv County, during
the quunvr ei. iJ-C- . 30, 1905.

Quarterly Report.
Ormsby County, Nevada.

so.nndnoss of their own views, or to ed not to impose a penalty so harsh
became convinced themselves o f their a- - or suspension from

plaru.ffs, whic, perhaps, the cara-io:siP- s

of the:r counsel ha:; left in
such a conoiion ns to entitle them to
no rvllrf whrtever."

In reference to 'hi- - language it was
said in the opinion:

' or? is a ..n"t ii'irr.a'ien tbst
trn iudgo of e covrt oelow diet no.
not from proper motives, but from a

love of the parties or their coups?!.
We see nothing iu 'be. record which
suvrsrot that such was the case. On
the contrary, e action complained of
seems to us to have been entirely
proper: See feil v. Reese. 47 Cal. 340
The therefore contains a ground-
less c arge against the purity of
tive of the raize c the court beiow
This we resrard as a grave breach of

'practice, or fine or imprisonment.taiacy.
In Mahoney v. State.. 7? N. E. 151time of filing the petition, respond.nt

' be dut rf presiding ar the trial to Nor do we forget, that on prosc-Ibi.-
-s

attrre- - wa hned o'J tor saying j asa.st the m'seonJ-ic- t of al'rncys
I want to see wntner tne court is litigants ought voz to be pr.nishca or

right or r.ot u t t v neuier prevented from 111 the

some other judge, at the sane time
(Holarin'r that no jfrarnr! disrespect
was intended toward the judge of the
court. The .nidge retained the letter
and went en with the trial. At the
er.d of the trial e sentenced three
of the writers to a fire of $250 each,

was aware that the court ha pre-
viously sustained the validity of th
enactment as limiting the hours if
labor in underground mines, Re
Boyce, 7 New 327, 75 P. I., 65 L. R.
A. 47. and in mills for the reduction
of ores, Re Kair 28 New SO P. 451.

case all petitions, pleadings, and pa-

pers essential to the preservation and
erforcement of their rights.

I am going to be heard in tnis rs? in
the interests of my client nr."
and picking other insolent statements.
In Redman v. State 2S Ind.. the judge

Receipts.
Filed Feb. 1. 1906.
Balane in County Treasury at

end of last quarter $40023 36

County licenses 701 05

Gaming licenses 1057 50

Liquor licenses 310 29

Fee of Co. officers 531 4

It is ordered that the offensive petarl pr.Micahy reprimanded the oth-and that similar statutes had been up imormea counse: iui a f"""v" ,;,on be stricken from the files, that
held improper p.pu tne au"iuf.. nvnca. respondent stand reprimanded andby the Supreme Court of Utah ers. tne junior counsel, at the tt-r- ex- - professional propriety. Every Person

that if such admission to the bar takes an
nd the Supreme'Court of the Unitel rre!ne the opinion a; on his

States in the cases of State v. Holden, thing had been uone by them in Eng- - oath to 'faithfully discharge the du- - 'If we csr.net examine our witnesses warned, and taat he pay the costs of
he can stand aside." This lane'iasre this: nrnraArlininnri thev would have been "expelled ties of an attorney and countelc.r14 Utah 71 and 86. 46 P. 757 and 1105. wnc ripemed offensive and the court '

Taibct, J.from the bar wahin one hour." The gureiy suci. a course a was taken in
counsel at the time protested that - this case is not in compliance w. .

thv irt.ended no contempt of that tftrr. In Friedlander v. &umner
court and that they felt and g. k S. M. Co.. 61 Lai. 117. The cou't

I concur
Norcross. J.

J7 L. R. A. 103 and 108; Holden v
Hardy 169 U. S. 366, 18 Sup. Ct. 383;
Short v. Mining Ccr.ipany. 'JO Utah, 20,
S7 P 7?l i. T. r? A fin 3 nnH hr the.
Stvnremo rnnrt' nf tho ctafo f

"

xt w. intended to express no disres-- 1 said: '

In this matter my concurrence isnonr mr t inn iri iitir iih irit-i-i m - t: i ' 'l ' :.a '.t--i . ...
souri re Cantwell, 179 Mo. 245, 78 S.

i tion had been taken in furtherance of case shall ever so tir forget himself special ?.nd. to us extent:
The language used by the respon

W. 509. It may not be out of pla.--
d v.cd.1 interests as willfuliy to employ langauge mam- -

1 a .1 . n wiinr. i.iihv cmr.uiu

Rent of county bldg 250 iV

Poll taxes 620 4i
1st. Instalment taxes 14924 21

Special school tax 1710 90

Slot machine license 2S2 00

Cigarette license 42 3G

Semi-Annu- Set. State Treas 531 73

Delinquent taxes 23 St!y
Sale of horse 10 00

Sale of pump 13 00

Keep of W. Bo wen 45 00

Total 61,077 36

Disbursements.
State fund 6692 82 '4
General fund 2732 3?

Salary fund '..2390 Oi-

prohibited that particular attorney
f om examining the next witness.

In Brown v. Brown IV Tn.d. 72 7. the
lawver was taxed with the enst of the
action for filins- and reading a petition
fcr divorce which was unnecessarily
gross and indelicate.

In Mccormick v. Sheridan, 20 P. 24,
7S Cal.. "A petition for rehearing
stated that 'how or why the honorable
commission should have so effectually
and substantially ignored ar.-- disre-

garded th? I'r contradicted tetimonv.
we do not know. It seems tnat nei-

ther the transcript nor our briefs
could have fallen under the commis- -

dent in his petition for aneie, iiiso iu uuie luai iub latter case the faithful and disrespectful to the judge of tne
1 0 c.; i-- offirrv, k c ,of L eir client and festly

ccmscientious discharge rf th: r duty., SUnerior court a thing not to De an- - and on which tne contempt, proceed-
ing was based, was, in my opinion.pieuie ooun 01 rue uniieu mates, ana ; r ;

more recenttv the trih.m.i The judge acceptea the disclaimer of ticipated we shall deem it our duty
-- 1 . : v. . . . r. . .... . contemptuous of this court: and. ofto treat such conduct as a contempt ofv: j . t uersouai uireuevi. uu i'ut-iui-g iu us opiuioii lueiein anu in j: - . ;,v; . :u. . A nnv-w- aoeordina- - course, should not have been usd

The respondent uowever, in response
to the order of the court to show
cause why he should not be punished
therefor, appeared and disclaimedcionors uimu

the Utah cases, has refused to inter- -

fere with the decisions of this Co.
in re Kair. j

It would seem therefore, a natural
and. proper, if not a necessary de- - j

miction from the language in question,
v'len tak'--n in connection with the
law of the cases as enunciated by

'

this and other courts, that counsel.

observation. A more anv intension to be disrespectful or
and misleading statement or -

made. c;nteii3ptuous: and moved ha- if theeenious
the evidence could not well be

commit a contempt and enforced the lv; and the briefs ot the case were
fines. 11 Albany Law Journal 408, ordeied to be stricken from the fi'es."
26 Am. R. 752. j In U. S. v. Late Corporation of

For sending to a d. strict judge opt ; Churcl of Jesus Cbv'st cf Later Tay
of court a letter stating that "The Saints, language used in the petition
ruling you have ma is direct'v con- - filed in effect accusing the court of

trary to every principal of law, and1 an attempt to shield its receiver and
every body ..nows . I believe, and it his attorneys from an investigation
is our desire that no such decision of charges of gross misconduct in l!

stand unreversed in anv enirt, fice and containing the statement that
we practice in.".ar. attorney v.t.s f.ce.i "We must decline to assume the
550 and suspended from practice unti! functions of a grand jury, or attempt
the amount shouiu be paid. In de- - to perform the duty of the court in

It is subsnntialy untrue and unwar-

ranted. The decision seems to us to
be a trav-sit- y of the evidence" Hld
that coursel drafting the petition was

guilty of contempt committed in the
face of the court, notwithstanding a

Agl Assn. Bond Fund. Series
A, $100.00 250 00

Agl. Assn. Bond Fund. Series
B $10J.oo 400 00

Co. School Fund. Dist. 1 ?M 95

Co. School fund, Dist. 2 151 2

Co. School fund Dist. 3 30 70 '

Co School Fund Dist. 4 21 00

State School fund, Dist. 1..2605 00

State school fund, Dist 2... 160 00

Court deemed the languag? contempt-
uous, the said language be siricken
out of his petition.

Respondent not only contended and
said that he had no intention to be
disrespectful or contemptuous, but he
also earnestly contended that the lan-

guage charged against him ?"d which
he admitted oaving used was not dis-

respectful or contemptuous. Tn the
last contention. I tnink he wa- - plain-
ly in error.

The duty of courts in matters of
tV:r ia imlan. t :lli nn ! p-- l t: - ' OTtO

livering the opinion of the Supreme j investigating the conduct ot its otn-Cou-

of Kansas in Re iTior, 18 Kan. j cers. "was held to be contemptuous.
72. 26 Am.. 747, Brewer J.. said: 211 P. 5i9.

finding that the opinion of the highest
court in the land was adverse instead
of favt rable to h.s contentions in that
it specifically affirmed the Utah de-

cision in Houlen vs. Hardy, which
sustained the statute from which ours
is copied, and that all the courts nam-
ed were adverse to ti.e views he ad-

vocated, had resorted to abuse of the
Justices of this and other courts, and
to imputa.ions of their motives.

The language tpiotea is tantamount
to the charge that this tr!buTl pna
the Supreme Courts of Utah, Missouri
and of the United States and mc Jus-

tices thereof who participated in the

State School fund, dist .3

State School fund, Dist 4

disavow-'.- ) of disrespectrui intention.
A fine or $200 was imposed witn an al-

ternate of serving in Jail.
The "hief Justice speaking for the

court in Sfate v. Morrill. 16 Ark. 310
'said:

"If it yas the general habit of tne
comrru'tv-- to denounce, degrade, and
d the decisions, and iuignr-ts
rf tpe oo-r- ts. po man of sMf respect
and just pride of reouti ' m wn.nd re-

main up u the uench. and such only
of th1ministersbecome v.ie

"Upon this we remark, in .to first in re Terry. 36 Fed. 419 an extreme
place tnat to language of this letter j case, for charging the c urt 'vith hav-- j

is very insulting. To say to a judge j ing jeen br'beo. --esis' r g r?rv- - al
j that a certa.n rui.ng which he has j from the court room by the marshal
j made is contrary to every principle en j acting under an order from the bench
'

law and that evrybrjy ..now . '.r and using auusive language. rm ot
certainly a most severe imputation, the defendants was sent to jail - !"

We remark, secondly, that an attor- - thirtv days and the other for six

. .120 (

.. .165 oi

.5850 00

,...SC Of

21,963 59

'Special building ...such at least it ha, a, ways reared
to me. Yet it must sotpeimes be School library, No. 2

doro. j Total
Therefore. I con.-u- in the concbt Rr adulation.

ney is under special obligations to be
'

months. Judge -- exry, who had r.ot I sien reached and in the order prated j Ca$!h in Treasurv October 1905
ir- 'he opinion of Justice Talbot, t o- -

jominous tipnoiaing statutes nimimg
Iters

'
roRS'-derat- e and respectful m 11s con

law as were insensible jthe hours cf labor in mines, sme .I''! O UVtjduct ann communications 10 a tnageand othe" ore reduction works, were Receipts from Oct. 1st to Decand contempt. But hanrib for the
r, orrter nf society, men. an espec- -it.-- : . nn r , , .1 : . :

1 1 f 1? it.11 n:n r in tilt; ."mil. fi"-- i it I

misguided by tgno'-anc-
e or base poll- -

7 ., therefore his duty to uphold its honor

made any accusation against, tne
court sought release and to be purg-
ed of the contempt by a sworn poti-
on in which he a'leged that in 'he
transaction he did not have the slight-
est idea of showing any disrespect to
the court. It was held that this could

arethe people of this country
....-ni- l,- HionnsoH tO r0-"0- '"

wit:
It ?i ordered th"t the cfTer.-i-- p ppt.

itir-- be stricken from tWp files, that
respondent stand reprimanded ami

o.i and ihat he pay the costs of
his proceeding.

Fitzgert 'V t.

P.P-

30, 1905 21054 OO-'-

Disbursements Irom Oct. 1st
to Dec 30, 1905 21963 59 4

Balonce cash in County Treas.
January 1. UtOt; ?.10S 11

him anl it wasnet avail or relieve
-o--o-

ANNUAL STATEMENT

Takiiig the most charitable view,
if counsel., became so imbued and mis-

guided by his own ideas and conclu-
sions that he honestly and eroneously
conceived that we were controlled by
ignorance or sinister motives instead
of by law and justice iu determining
constitutional or other questions, and
that these other, courts and judges
and the! members of the legislature
and Governor were guilty of the accu-
sation he made oecause they and we

dun uisiiitj. Ji tirz iji in
profession carries with it the right
freely to challenge, criticise and con-
demn all matters and thi-- 1 uprW re-

view and in evidence. r.ur with this
privilege goes the corresponding obli
gation of constant courtesy and res-

pect toward the triounsl in which the
proceedings are pending. And the
fact that the tribunal is an inferior
one. and its rulings not final and with-
out appeal, does not aiminish in the
slightest degree this obligation of)

abide the decisions of the tribunals j

orna'red bv government a t- - com,-- )

mon arbiters of their rights. But
where isolated individuals, in viola- -

tion of the better instincts of human
nature, and oisregardful of law and

order, wontanly attempt to obstruct
i course of public justice by disre-

garding and exciting disrespect for
the deepens of it3 tribune s. every
"ood c'tizen will point them out as

said:
"The law imputes an intent to ac-

complish the natural result of cn- - s

acts, and. when those acts are of a
criminal nature, it will not accept,
against such implication the rler.ii! ct
the transgressor. No one would be
safe if a denial or a wrongful or crimi-
nal int"nt would suffice to realese the

II. DICTERICH,
Cfjunty Auditor,

Recapitulation
State fund 103 86

Genera! fund M17 03'
Salary fund 2725 78

Co. School fund 3248 71

Co. Schood Dist. 1, fund. .7633 22

Co. School Dist. 2. fund 139 64

Co. School Dist. 3, fund 190 .6i

Of The Continental Casualty Company
Of Hammond Indiam.
General office, Chicago. Iills.

Capital (paid upi $ .100.000

Assets 1,708,(511 2S

Liabilities, exclusive of capi-
tal and net surplus . 1,137,61 70

failed to follow the theories he ad
that his opinions oueM courtesy and respect.. A justice of

to outweigh, and turn the scale against the peace before whom the most trit- -

ling matter is being litigated is enthe decisions of the four courts nam-
ed including the highest in the land titled to receive from every attornev

in tbe case corteous and respectfu'

prone- - subjects for legal animadver-
sion.

A court must naturally look first to
an enlightened a.nd conservative bar.

governed bv a high sense of profes-
sional ethics and deeply sensible, as

they always are, of its necessity to
aid in the maintenance of public res-

pect for its opinions."
In Somers v. Torrey. 5 Paige Ch. 64

with nineteen justices concurring.

violator from the punishment due in
his offenses."

In an application for a writ c hr-bea-

corpus growing out of that case
Justice Harlan, speaking for the Su-

preme court of the United States zJ.:
"We have seen that it is a settled

doctrine in the jurisprudence both cf

England and of this country, never
suposed to be in conflict with the lib-

erty of the citizens, that for direct

Income
Premiums
Other sources
Total income. 1905

Expenditures
Losses

entirely inappro-- treatment. A failure to extend tlmnevertheless it was
courtesy and respectful treatment is

2,129.749 C-- i

30.476 7

2,160,226 ;;

993,904 !:
ifi.Hoo no

1.113.131 64
2,123,536 45

Co. School Dist. 3, fund 425 o5

State School Dist. 1, fund...l60S 0

State School Dist. 2, fund 77 51

State School Dist. 3. fund... 371 3?

State School Dist. 3, fund... 371

School Dist 4, fund 19 2

Dividends .

Other expenditures . . .

Total expenditures, 1905

priate to piat-- (ho statement in brief.
If he really believed or knew of

facts to sustain the charge be made
he ought to have been aware that the
purpose of such a document is to en-

lighten the court in regard to the
controlling facts and the law. and
convince by argument, and not to

28 Am. D. 411. it was beld that the
ho out his hand to scandalous

a failure of duty; and it may be sr
gross a dereliction as to warrant th
exercise of the power to punish for
contempt.

It is so that in every case where a

judge decides for one party,, he de-

cides against another; and oftimes
hot" PTties are beferp hap'' enna!lv

Agl. Assn. Fund A 680 2-- icontempt committed in tne iace 01

the court, at least one of superior
-

Business 1905
Risks written none Agl. Assn Fund, B 86 S6'

abuse and vilifv. and that this court Agl. Assn Fund Special. . .1918 94

Co. School Dist. fund - specialis not endowed with power to hear ! connoent ann sanguine. ine aisap- -

r determine charges impeaching its j nnintment. therefore, is gret)t. and it
.Tnstioes On the otner band if he is not in human nature thp.t there

13735 90fc

and impertinent matter stood against
the complainant and one not a party
to the suit is lianle to' the censure of
the court and chargeable with the
cost of the proceedings to have it ex-

punged from the record.
In State v. 1 Ia. Am. 183.

the court held that it could' not con-

sistently with its duty receive a brier
expressed in disrespectful language,
and ordered the clerk to take it from
the files..

Premiums ...':. 2.633 975 23
Losses incurred 1,009,644 SI

Nevada Business ,

Risks written nqne
Premiums 'received 20.025 56
Looses pa1fl '.V:'. . ; . 8.544 tit
Losses incurred S.634 5i;

A. A.' SMITH, Secretary.
V4 . ..

jurisdiction, the offender may in its
discretion, be instantly apprehended
and immediately jmprbsoned. without
trial or issue, and without other proof
than its actual knowledge of what d;

and that according to an un-

broken chain of authcra.es: reaching
tack to the earliest times, such pow-- r

altnough arbitrary in its nature
and liable to abuse, is absolutely es-

sential to the prot?c-iD-
n or the

oiiTts in the discharge of their Tunc- -

Co. School Dist. fund 1, library
108 4

Co School Dist. fund 3, library
c 5

Co. School Dist fund 4, library
r. in

should be other than b'tter feelin
which often reaches to the judge

cause of the supposed wrong.
judge, therefore, ought to b" patient
and to'err.te everyining that gnnptr
but the rr.oment.ir: outbreak of rt.v

T.n!r'o"t. A thought, wi'
generally make a party ashamed r
such an outbreak. So ar. attorney

did not believe the accusation and
made it with a i.esire to mislead, in-

timidate or swerve from duty the
Court in its i.ecision, the statement
would be the more censurable. So
that taking e't.i e- - vpn-- . whether re-

spondent believed or disbelieved the
. einous charge he made, such ,

lan-guad- e

is unwarranted and contemp-tious- .

The uuty of an attorney in

Th Sierra Nevada mining company
rer-iYe- $2,722.7"frm lwasdrs op?r- -

:

Referring to the rights of courts to
ti.iii Tutupunish for contempt, rilackfora. .ntOTlK WlTllOlir II .U'il-llil- l "H"""i

o"H be at the mercy of the disor- - state v. Tipton. 1 Blackf. I06, said: tiBS on C8" HiW durwg tfct month - V. B VAN RTTBN
're,m.es, thinking it a mark of in- - derly and violent, who respect neither "This great power !s entrusted to f Fekruanr. .1- nty Treasure


